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This document presents charts (1-5) comparingriggiirom the Nebraska 2008 Federal Children andli#¥&uwarvices Review (CFSR) and
the 2010 baseline data (combined findings fromlste& 2nd quarter Mini CFSR reviews conducted tigitaut the State in 2010). This
document also presents charts (6-13) showing theliba and established goals as required in the'Srogram Improvement Plan.

Background Information

The Mini CFSR is modeled after the federal CFSRengs and assesses each Service Area and the Btafeisnance on 23 items relevant to seven
outcomes. The Mini CFSR reviews are conducteshith of the five Service Areas once per quarterirzeidde interviews with parents, children,

foster parents, CFS Specialists, and other provitteassess items 17-20 within the review tool. fEderal review tool is used during the Mini CFSR
reviews. A total of 75 cases, both in-home andefosare, are reviewed every quarter. The breakdwases that are reviewed in each Service Area is
as follows: Eastern Service Area (19 cases - §tefaare; 8 in-home) and the remaining Servicag\(Southeast, Western, Northern and Central)
review (14 cases - 8 foster care; 6 in-home). Aife Area that is not in substantial conformityttwa particular outcome must work with their local
Continuous Quality Improvement (CQI) team to depedod implement a Service Area Program Improverért (PIP) to address the areas of concern
associated with that outcome.

Results from the Service Area quarterly reviewscarabined to produce the Statewide Report. In acimleneet the federal requirements for the number
of applicable cases per CFSR item, the results ftamm consecutive quarterly CFSR reviews are costbio produce a Statewide report once every 6
months. The Statewide results from the quarterieres are submitted to the U.S. Department of Heatid Human Services Administration for
Children and Families (ACF) as required by the Meka Program Improvement Plan (PIP). Data fronigte@nd 2nd round of CFSR reviews in 2010
were combined to produce the State's baselinenvation. Data from additional CFSR reviews will Isd to report the states progress in meeting
established in the State's program improvement filae State's baseline findings were derived friberéviews of 150 cases (86 foster care and 64 in
home) which were randomly selected from all chikelfare cases that were open some time during thewegeriod. The review period was January
2009 — January 2010 for the 1st quarter reviewAgrd 2009 — April 2010 for the 2nd quarter review.

Results from the 2008 federal CFSR review indic#ted Nebraska did not meet the national standarthe safety data indicators pertaining to the
absence of maltreatment recurrence and the abséneatreatment in foster care. Nebraska also didmeet the national standards for the permanency
data indicators pertaining to the timeliness aminp@ency of reunification (Permanency Compositeihgliness of adoptions (Permanency Composite
2), and placement stability (Permanency Compog3it&Herefore, the Program Improvement Plan insioastrequire Nebraska to develop baselines,
establish goals and measure progress for items41,73 10, 17, 18, 19 and 20. Information sped¢d these Items required in the PIP can be foond
Charts 6-13 in this report.

The goal of both the federal and Mini CFSRs is tdus quality improvement. The reviews focus ow leeell the Service Areas and the State peri

in achieving positive outcomes in the followingetrareas for children and families engaged in cidlllare services: safety, permanency, and chitt
family well-being. The percentages for substard@iformity are the same standards used in thede@&SRs. The federal expectation for substantial
conformity for each of the seven CFSR outcome$ip&rcent and the expectation for each of the 23RCikems is 90 percent. However, the states are
not required to attain the 95 percent standarbleaéhd of their PIP implementation. Each Stateksvaiith the ACF to establish a specified amount of
improvement for their PIP. The goals establisteedtéms in the Nebraska PIP are found on chait3 & this report.



Baseline Data: Key CFSR Findings Regarding Outcomes

Combined data from the 1st and 2nd Quarter Mini EF&siews in 2010 (State's baseline data) indiseweral areas of high performance throughout
the State in achieving desired outcomes for chil@ned families. Baseline results can be found iar@hl-5 in this report. Although the State did not
achieve substantial conformity with any of the $e@SR outcomes, the State did achieve overafigainf Strength for the individual indicators
pertaining to foster care re-entry (item 5), aracplg children in close proximity to their pare(item 11).

The reviews also identified key areas of conceracimeving outcomes for children and families. Gone were identified in to Safety Outcome 1
(children are first and foremost protected fromsagband neglect), which was substantially achienégDipercent of the cases reviewed. The lowest
rating within this outcome was for Item 1 (timeléseof initiating investigations of reports of chitthltreatment), which was rated as a Strength in 64
percent of the cases reviewed.

Concerns were also identified in Permanency Outcbnfehildren have permanency and stability inrtheing situations) which was substantially
achieved in only 32 percent of the cases revieWéthin Permanency Outcome 1, the State's lowestggtvere for Items 7 (permanency goals for the
child were established in a timely manner), whidswated as Strength in 44 percent of the casebjtam 9 (efforts were made to achieve the
permanency goal of adoption), which was rated &ength in 38 percent of the cases reviewed.

In addition, concerns also were identified in Wdling Outcome 1 (families have enhanced capacipyduaide for children’s needs), which was
substantially achieved in only 27 percent of theesareviewed. All of the items (17-20) under thuscome were rated as Strength in less than 60
of the cases reviewed. Item 17 (needs and sertacehild, parents and foster parents) was radesdrangth in 43 percent of the cases. Item 1i8i(ch
and family involvement in case planning) was raiedtrength in 42 percent of the cases. Itencd$evorker visits with child) was rated as stremg
59 percent of the cases. Item 20 was rated asgstren 28 percent of the cases.

Additional details regarding performance in eaemitand outcome including reviewer comments cambed in the individual Service Area Mini
CFSR reports that are posted on the Nebraska Depatrof Health and Human Services website at thewiong address:
http://www.dhhs.ne.gov/Children_Family_Services/@@ports.htm

Additional information about the Nebraska Mini CF&Riew process and criteria can also be foundherDepartment of Health and Human Services
website at the following address: http://www.dnlesgov/Children_Family_Services/CQI/CQI_docs/CFS#ttfBlio.pdf. General Information about
the Federal CFSR Reviews, including review procesgew tools, reports and the Program Improveriéan (PIP) can be found on the Children's
Bureau Website at the following address: http://waek hhs.gov/programs/cb/cwmonitoring/index.htm#cfs
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Statewide CFSR Performance Outcomes
Substantially Achieved Comparisons
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* National Expectation: In order for a State to be in substantial conformity with W 2008 Federal CFSR Results
a particular outcome, 95 percent of the cases reviewed must be rated as having

CHART 1 substantially achieved the outcome. 2010 Mini CFSR Baseline
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CHART 2

Statewide CFSR Safety Outcomes 1 & 2 Performance Items
Strength Comparisons
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Item 1: Timeliness of Initiating Item 2: Repeat Maltreatment Item 3: Services to Family Item 4: Risk Assessment & Safety
Investigations Management
*National Expectation: An item is assigned an overall rating of Strength @ 2008 Federal CFSR Results

if 90 percent of the appilcable cases reviewed are rated as a Strength.

@ 2010 Mini CFSR Baseline




100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

Achieved Percentage

30%

20%

10%

0%

CHART 3

Statewide CFSR Permanency Outcome 1 Performance Items
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Item 5: Foster Care Re-  Item 6: Stability of Item 7: Permanency Item 8: Reunification, Item 9: Adoption Item 10: Other Planned
Entries Foster Care Placement Goal for Child Guardianship, etc. Permanent Living
Arrangement

*National Expectation: An item is assigned an overall rating of Strength 2008 Federal CFSR Results
if 90 percent of the appilcable cases reviewed are rated as a Strength. B 2010 Mini CFSR Baseline
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CHART 4

Statewide CFSR Permanency Outcome 2 Performance Items
Strength Comparisons
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Statewide CFSR Well-Being Outcomes 1, 2, & 3 Performance Items
Strength Comparisons
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Children and Family Services Review

Nebraska

Program Improvement Plan
CFSR Items 3,4,7,10,17,18,19,20
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Safety Item 3:

Services to family to protect child(ren) in home and prevent removal
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CHART 8

Permanency ltem 7:
Permanency goal for the child
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CHART 9

Permanency Iltem 10:
Other planned permanent living arrangement
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Permanency Iltem 17:

Needs and services of child, parents and foster parents
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Permanency ltem 18:
Child and Family Involvement in case planning
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Permanency Iltem 19:
Caseworker visits with child
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Caseworker visits with parent(s)
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